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ATTEMPT TO DEFEAT LAW, JUSTICE AND 
—— . . 


BENEVO ENC] 
We have of late so repeatedly had our feelings of moral justice and 
equity shocked at the open and undisguised efforts to uproot the founda- 


tions upon which all the rights of individuals rest, in this country of laws, 
that we are hardly surprised at any new demonstration of the recklessness 
of principle which may be exhibited. Our abhorrence of these disorga- 
nising acts is, however, in no wise diminished by their frequent recurrence ; 
and we believe that we are lending our aid to the cause of virtue and con- 
stitutional right whenever we expose, in their true colors, and denounce, 
in appropriate language, these malign influences. 

It is with this view that we have given, through our columns, as wide a 
diffusion as was in our power, to the honorable and manly paper which 
bears the signature of Dr. Ker. It details, with sufficient minuteness, the 
circumstance of the case which gave rise to this publication, and we can- 
not withhold, at this period, when dereliction from principle is so common 
as scarcely to create surprise at any new manifestation of it, our expres- 
sion of gratification at the manliness which it indicates. We congratulate 
the State of Mississippi that she has so many sons who have the disposi- 
tion and ability to arrest an attempt, on the part of the Legislature, to 
prostrate private rights, which have been recognised and sanctioned by the 
highest judicial decisions, and to treat as it deserves, the annunciation 
that 500 men “are pledged, and ready to prevent”’ the full administration 
of the laws of the land. ‘Truly, the spirit of anarchy is stalking with a 
bold front in ourland, when ‘ the people have been called upon to rise up 
and put the laws at defiance;”’ when ‘‘ calls have been made upon the 
Legislature to usurp power not granted to them by the people in the Con- 
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stitution, to annul the solemn decrees of the Courts—to wrest from the 
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hands of the citizens, property which has been devised to them under the 
laws of the State.” 


Among the names of those who have arrayed themselves upon the side 


of the Constitution, and the highest and best interests of the country, we 


rejoice to perceive those of men whom we have long been accustomed to 


honor and esteem. We rejoice, that in one branch of the Legislature a 


sufficient number has been found to stem effectively the torrent which 


threatened to involve the sacred rights of individual property, and _ the 


barriers which the Constitution had erected for their protection, in one 


common ruin. 

We invoke the earnest, the solemn attention of our readers, of all de 
scriptions, and of all political opinions, to the ‘‘ history’’ we have given 
for their perusal ; and our earnest prayer to Heaven is, that their minds 
may be so illumined with the rays of religious patriotism, as to view the 
subject in the way in which it ought to be cousidered, and to perceive, in 
time, the frightful precipice to which such men, and such principles as 
are here held up to our notice, are leading our beloved country. 

Dr. Ker has not only, for many years past, rendered great services to 
the cause of African Colonization, and, with the gentlemen to whom his 
letter is addressed, contributed liberally to its treasury, but has shown a 
resolution and consistency in defending the Laws and Constitution of the 


country, not to be shaken 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


NATCHEZ, December 10, 1841. 


Dear Str :—We are informed that during the last Session of the Legislature. an 
attempt was made to legislate upon rights, resulting from the last wills of Captain Ross 
and Mrs. Reed, of Jefferson County. We know that a suit has been prosecuted through 
the Courts, (the only competent tribunals,) against the validity of these wills. We 
know that they have been sustained by the Chancellor, and that his decision has been 
affirmed by the High Court of Errors and Appeals. We, (if we have been correctly 
informed,) deem any such attempts at legislation to be an assumption of powers not 
granted to the Legislature; a gross and dangerous violation of private rights. We 
conceive that every citizen of the State is deeply interested ina knowledge of the 
facts, in relation to proceedings so extraordinary, so unconstitutional, and so subversive 
of the foundation of a Government of Laws. 

The relation in which you stood to us, and the other citizens of this County. as our 
Senator, when (as we are told) these measures were originated in the Legislature, we 
presume, gives us authority to make this call ppon you for such a statement, for the 
information of the public, as you may deem necessary, for a full and correct under- 
standing of the subject. 

We are, sir, with great respect, your obedient servants, 
Ww. C. CONNER, JOHN F. GILLESPIE, 
WILLIAM DUNBAR, JAMES A. GILLESPIE, 
JOHN HUTCHINS, ISRAEL P. SMITH, 
JOHN S. MOSBY, JAMES H. MITCHELL. 
J. RAILEY, HENRY L. CONNER 
Cc. 8. ABERCROMBIE 


lo Dr-JoHn Ker, Linden 
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lo W.C. ConNNER, AND OTHERS 


GENTLEMEN :—In accordance with the request made to me in your letter of the 10th 
December, I herewith hand you for publication . statement of facts relative to the 
wills of the late Captain Isaac Ross, and Mrs. M. Reed, and a brief history of the 


attempt made during the last session of the a wel 0 prevent their execution. In 
doing so, I can hardly hope to escape the imputation oi evil motives, to discredit my 
statements. But I feel the most periect confidence in the truth of all the facts which | 
allege, and of my ability to sustain them before any tribunal. Most of them are well 
known to hundr ds. Wh ilst I feel conscious that 1 am influenced by no intention oj 
injuring any fellow man, either in character or fortune, a solemn sense of duty forbids 


} } } . ‘ ! . . ; 
that I should suppress or disguise the truth, whatever may be the consequences tc 


: If 
ILy sei 


JOHN KER 


A BRIEF HISTORY. 

Durtine the last Session of our Legislature, measures were introduced 
nto the House of Representatives, and passed by that body, which were 
evidently inte nde d to annul the provisions of the last wills and ry ory 
of the late C aptain Isaac Ross. and of his daughter, Mrs. M. A. Reed. 
both of Jefferson County. ‘These measures were defeated in the a nate. 
but, I regret to say, not without difficulty, arising, as I believe, from mis- 
representations by interested and pre judi ed persons; and I have reason to 
believe that the purpose is not yet abandoned, but will be renewed. As ] 
conceive this attempt to legis slate aw: ay one of the rights most dear to men, 
and hitherto held sacred, the right to dispose of property, by will or other- 


wise, at pleasure, I must ee your patient attention to a brief history of 


the wills which it was the object of these measures to destroy, after their 
legality and validity had been sustained, at the end of a severe sly contested 
lawsuit, by the highest judicial tribunal of the State. 

With the late Captain Isaac Ross, as well as his daughter, Mrs. Reed, 
I had the honor of a personal acquaintance for more than 20 years, before 
the death of the former. ‘To those who enjoyed his acquaintance, it 
would be superfluous for me to say that no man could sustain a higher 
character for unsullied probity and honor, or for vigor, ene rey and inde- 
pendence. His character was formed in the batile-fields of his country 
during her war for liberty and independence. By his alt industry 
and energy, he ae quired a large fortune, much of which, during his life, 
he dispensed in the liberal settlement of his children. In August, 1834, 
he made his will after long deliberation, and in unquestioned sanity and 
vigor of mind—providing that most of his slaves should have the privilege 
of being sent to Liberia, in Africa, and that the remainder of his estate 
should be sold, and after paying some legacies, (one of which was $10,000 
to a grand-daughter,) the proceeds to be applied to the use and benefit of 
said slaves in Africa. In October of the same year, in February, March 
and June, 1835, and in January, 1836, he made as many different codi- 
cils, modifying slightly, but all sustaining the main provisions of the will. 
These circumstances are stated to corroborate what | allege upon my own 
responsibility, that he had long intended to make the disposition of his 
property for which the will provided. ‘This is the more proper, inasmuch 
as great pains have been taken to make the impression, that the will was 
made in the immediate prospect of death, and under-the influence of 
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‘* priests and fanatics.” Ihe truth is, he counselled wit! 
clergyman, and no man was ever mort free from the influence of that cla 
of men, or of any description of fanaticism. His s! aves (at least most of 
them) had long labored with and for him, and they felt, in a high degree 
the mutual attachment which is not uncommon in the South between mas- 
ter and slave, and which ought to put to shame the slanders of ignorant or 
wicked Northern fanatics. He ardently desired to provide for their wel- 
fare and happiness after his death. It is not for others to determine whe 
= 


ss 


ther the plan he adopted was wise or unwise. He 
unquestionable right to make such di) t she 
not inconsistent with the rights 
He was rather hostile, 
taught by any of the prev: 1 
kind and hospital le to clergymen 
he was far from being influenced _ a 
who, from having been a class-ma I] 
had visited and become intimate in the family, 
consulted by him relative to his will. 

Captain Ross died in January, 1836. By the provis 
eodicils, he had left to his daughter, | Mrs. Reed, the possession and use of 
his residence, and other property, during her lif e, or as long as she might 
choose ; and provided for the postponement of the pri dential provis ions of 
the will until her death, or suah time as she might previously determin 
Before her death, she h: : Rva.s proofs of the determination of some a 
the heirs at law of her venerated father, to dispute the validity of 
will, and to defeat the ma bjects of the testator ler filial piety was 
deeply wounded, and he er indi ion strongly excited by this intention: 
and fearing that they might possibly succeed, Mage determir rake her 
own will in such manner as would, if possible, avoid the d er of litiga- 
tion. She accordingly devised her whole estate, (with the a, alae re, of 
some small legacies,) to Rev. Zebulon Butler, and Dr. Stephen Duncan. 
Before making her will, she consulted with neither of these gentlemen, 
whom she also appointed her executors. Nor is there reason to believe 
that she consulted with any one, except the legal gentleman (the late Mr 
Chaplain) whom she sent for to draw up her will. It was not until some 
time afterwards that Mr. Butler was apprised that he was to be one of the 
executors ; nor even then did he know the purport of the will. He then 
regretted, as he has done ever since, that his dying friend would not release 
him from the duty of serving her in that capacity. He could not resist the 
solemn and affecting appeals that she made to him when ina dying state. 
She had intended, at a former period, to make a nephew one of the execu- 
tors of a will similar to her father’s, but the course taken with regard to 
his will had changed that determination, and embittered her feelings towards 
her relations. She was still farther exasperated, by declarations made to 
her, that a learned lawyer had given his opinion, that she could not make 
a will (to effect her known wishes) that he could not break. ‘To secure. 
as far as possible, the principal object of her father’s will, in case of its 
being declared invalid, in which event one-third of his estate would be 
hers by legal inheritance, she made a codicil to her will, devising to Dr. 
Duncan and Mr. Butler her portion of her father’s estate. She doubtless 
believed that in that case these gentlemen would have power to dispose, 
without controversy. of this property as they pleased, and that they would 








t least carry into effect the known wishes of her father. with regard to 


) 
»} a aye a et j ey sk fe a ae as. see * haw aarti It 
such of his slaves as snouid talti into their hands, Dy virine oi he Wiil. 


is also probable, that she expr cle d from the ma similar < Ispr sition ot hie 
own slaves, as she left, at her decease, a letter addressed to them, siat 
that she had intended to make a will similar to her father’s, but that having 
been informed that = a will might he declared invalid by the Courts. s] 
had made another will and left them herexecutors. Soon after the decease 


of Mrs. Reed, a suit was brought in the Chancery Court to defeat both her 


will and that of her father. The Chancellor’s decree sustained both wills 
An appeal was taken to the “High Court of Errors and Appeals.” and 


there, after elaborate arguments, the Chancellor’s decree was afiirme 
The eg on which the wills were contested, was (assuming that the 


devise t bas Duncan and Mr. Butler was a trust, for the real purpose ol 
emanc ip ating the slaves,) their alleged “ contravention of the laws and p 
licy of the 1¢ State.”’ in regard to the manumission of slaves. The Courts 
decided that the 5 ee and policy of the State, as opposed to manumissio 


> + } - t » } 
except by legislative consent, had no application to a will providing for the 
removal of slaves beyond the limits of the State for the pm rpose of manu- 


mitting them—the object of the law referred to, having been only to pre- 


vent an increase of free negroes within the limits of the State. By the 
law, no citizen could manumit his slave or slaves, within the State, except 
in specified cases, and by legislativeaction. But no shadow of doubt could 


rie y« ant eitizy y Oe “arht shich canna} ta]: *aAn mM 
eXISi, that any ¢ itz 7n possesses the right (| whien cannoi be taken from him 
. i 


even by law) to remove his slaves from the State for the purpose of setting 


- 1 nL . . 
them free, or any other, at his pleasure. Nor until recently was it ever 


i t ° 
doubted that the right exists in every one, to provide by will for the remo- 
val of his slaves from the State after his death, without question of his mo- 


tive or object. Several wills of this nature have been made and executed 
in this county without even a question of the right, without allegation of 


their contravening the laws and policy of the State, and without even a 
suspicion that they were calculated to disturb, or that they had disturbed 
the peace or safety of society in the relation of master and slave. And in 
reference to the charge of religious or fanatical influence in dictating the 
many wills which have provided for the transportation of slaves to Africa, 
it is a remarkable fact, that so far as I know, in every case of such testa- 
li 


‘ 


mentary provisions, the testator has not been a professor of re 


gion, but 
on the contrary, some of them have been decidedly hostile to every known 
Christian sect. 
Javing, as briefiy as possible, stated the facts in relation to these wills, I 
am now prepared to give you the history of the most extraordinary attempt 
at legislation which has ever occurred within my knowledge. 

On the 10th day of January, during the last adjourned session of our 
Legislature, on following resolution was passed by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. and sent to the Senate for concurrence: 

“ Whereas, it is provided by the laws of this State, that no citizen thereof 
shall. by his or her last will or testament, manumit or set free his or her 
slaves, except by the Legislature of this State, evidenced by a special act 
for that purpose passed; and whereas, Isaac Ross and Margaret A. Reed, 
late citizens of the County of Jefferson, in this State, did, by their last wills 


and testaments, attempt, directly and indirectly, to manumit upwards of 300 


slaves, belonging to them at the time of their decease, for the purpose of 
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colonizing them in Africa, or elsewhere ; and whereas, it is contrary to the 
settled policy of this State, and of dangerous example to the slaves thereof, 
to encourage or permit their manumission under the circumstances aforesaid, 
“« Therefore be it resolved by the Lecislature of the State of Mississippi, 
That they will not consent to the manumission, either directly or indirectly, 
of the slaves mentioned in the last wills and testaments of the said Isaae 
Ross and M. A. Reed, nor will they consent to the transportation of said 
slaves to Africa or elsewhere, for the purpose of being there manumitted.” 

On the 3d day of February, this resolution was finally laid on the table 
of the Senate by a majority of one vote. 

On the 22d of January, the following bill was introduced into the House 
of Representatives, and the rules having been dispensed with, was passed, 

without a call of the aves and navs,)-and sent to the Senate: 

“ An act declaratory of the laws and policy of this State, on the subject 
of domestic slavery. 

“Section 1. Be it enacted, Xc., hat from and after the passage of this 
ct, No executor or executors, or any other person or persons, shall re- 
move, or cause to be removed, the slave or slaves of any deceased person 
or persons, from this State, for the purpose of transporting such slave or 
slaves to Africa or elsewhere, for the purpose of colonization, emancipa- 
tion, or freeing such slave or slaves, under, or by virtue of any will or co- 
dicil for that purpose. 

“Sree. 2. Be it enacted, &c.. That in all such cases when the slave or 
slaves of any deceased person or persons shall have been devised in trust, 
or left to the executors, or other persons, for the purposes prohibited by 
the Ist section of this act, that such slave or slaves shall descend to, and 
be distributed among the heirs of such deceased person or persons, in the 
same manner as if such deceased person or persons had died intestate. 

‘Sec. 3. Be it enacted, &c., That this act shall take effect from and after 
its passage.” 

This bill having been committed to a Committee of the whole Senate the 
following amendments offered by Senator Tucker, (now Governor elect,) 
were, on the 3d of February, adopted by the Senate—ayes 16, noes 14, viz: 

‘¢ Amend, Section 1. By inserting after the word * Evecutors, in the 3d 
line (of the bill) the words following, viz: ‘ of any last will and testament 
or codicil, hereafter made and published,’ and by inserting after the word 
‘ persons,’ sume line, ‘by authority created or conferred after the passage of 
this act.’ ”’ 

The bill with these amendments (which it is obvious were necessary to 
prevent the law from having a retrospective, and therefore unconstitutional 
operation) was passed and sent back to the House of Representatives for 
their concurrence in the amendments. ‘lhe printed journals of the House 
of Representatives, show no trace of the bill there, except the message 
from the Senate, asking concurrence in the amendments. But on the 4th 
of February it was sent back to the Senate, with a message, refusing to 
concur. 

On the 5th of February, the message of the House of Representatives 
was called up, and a strenuous effort made to recede from the amendments. 
But on my motion the bill was laid upon the table until the Monday fol- 
lowing, which was a day after the close of the session. This was equiva- 
lent to rejection. By joint resolution of the two Houses, the session was 
to close on Saturday evening, the 6th of February. at 7 o’clock 
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Long after 7 o?clock, perhaps 9 or 10, on the evening of the 6th, whilst 
I] was for a moment absent from the Senate Chamber, an attempt was made 
to call up the bill. On my return I meng o the Chair, that having been 

“Jaid upon the table until Monday next,” (a day beyond the session) * the 
bill cou ld not be called Up, except by a motion to reconsider,” which could 
be made only by one of the majority who had voted to lay it on the table. 
It was alleged by some Senators that this was not so, and the Senator in 
the Chair (not the President, but the same who occupied it the day prece- 
ding, when the bill had been disposed of) declared he did not recollect. J 
insisted, and expressed my surprise that the Chair did not remember, as 
immediately after the vote I had emphatically called his attention, and that 
of the Senate, to the fact, that the motion which had just been carried was 
to lay on the table to a day beyond the session. 1 appealed to the Senate. 
The President (pro tem.) appealed to the journal. This had not been 
made up, and read, as usual, in the morning. The Secretary, after looking 
at his notes, at first alleged that it was the ordinary motion simply “ to lay 
upon the table.” But when J still persis sted,and moved a call of the Senate, 
he at length discovered that ] was right. ‘Thus ended, for that session. 
this extraordinary attempt to legis late away the solemn decisions of the 
highest judic ial tribunals of the State. 

Soon after these measures had passed the House of Representatives, and 
whilst their fate was pending in the Senate, I addressed myself to a mem- 
ber of that House, whom I happened to see in the lobby, and with whom I 
had always enjoyed respectful and friendly intercourse, and expressed my 
astonishment to him that the House of Representatives could pass measures 
of such a character—striking (as I conceived) at the roots—the very vitals 
—of a government of laws and equal rights. I scarcely know which su» 
prised me most, the fact of his advocating them, or the grounds upon which 
he did so. He said (in substance) that if the wills should not be defeated 
by the Legislature, they would be by violence—that every man in Jefferson 
County was opposed to the wills, and that 200 men were re: uly to oppose 
their execution by force of arms, and that he wished to save that county 
from the odium, or disgrace of such a procedure. He admitted that he did 
not believe that the Legislature could reverse a decision of the Courts; but 
he wished their action upon this subject to exert a moral influence,” &e. 
I confess that I was then, as I am now, incapable of understanding how a 
legislative act, the plain and obvious import and object of which was to 
make nul/ and void, and to reverse the decrees of the High Court of Er- 
rors and Appeals, could exert any mora/ influence. Nothing that I can 
conceive of could be more fatally demoralizing in its effects. 

Another highly respected member of the House of Re -presentatives de- 
nied to me that the will was intended to have any retrospective operation, 


* I cannot but here state a fact, (without attempting to attach blame to any individual, 
for I know not whois culpable,) that the printed Journals of the sessions in which ] 
served as a Senator, are exceedingly erroneous. To specify an instance or two: Inthe 
Journal of the House of Representatives, there is no note of any proceedings on the 
20th January, and yet the House transacted business on that day. Again, in the Jour- 
nal of the Senate, on the 5th of February, there is no record of proceedings of the 
Senate on the above mentioned bill, and yet it was, as above stated, taken up, and on 
my motion, after debate, “laid on the table until Monday next.’ And the minutes of 
Saturday, the 6th, in relation to the action of the Senate on that bill, does not state the 
truth. It was nor taken up, (although an attempt was made to take it up, contrary to 
all rules,) nor was it on that re LAID UPON THE TABLE, as stated by the Journal. It 
is no light matter that the Journals of the Legislature should be fals ified 
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amendm which ren ‘ed the bill 7 p € OV ,and aeprived it o1 1ts 
, ‘ ided ctive character. they refused to concur in the 
If, as t nnocent title of the bill purported, the intention 
o declare the laws and policy of the State for the future 
rnment of its citizens, whv did they not agree to the amendments ° 
But no! this would not reach real object. and therefore the friends of 
he bill would not have it. ‘The prime movers of this measure were i 
ferest d li hhy dil [ Se ind CSDeCI illv Ol Vi ho had labored hard. but inet- 
ctually. } t 1e Court iora laro contingent ft e. and wi oOo was now to 
een. da a * day. and \ < alter week. in the lobbies of the Legislatui 
diligently and ardently promoting the passage of these measures by such 
reuments as he deemed most | t, and which had well nigh effected 
their a 
But \ { nis us on the fl t the Senate to 
sustain se m I ldition to lready al ed to, I think 
the ost | \ oliowing 
l. It was alleg that insubordination existed among the slaves of these 
O ‘ “duce great and eeneral alarm in the 
neighborhood, and even lively apprehensions of an insurrection, Kc I 
cannot do j ice to the el which was called into exercise in the 
description of the dangers and horrors which impended over this ill-fated 
neighborhood. But like many other splendid passages of poets and ora- 


tors, this eloquent description had much more of fiction than fact for its 
foundation. Subsequent investigation has enabled me to say, that on the 
estate of Capt. Ross there never had been the slightest insubordination ; 
and on that of Mrs. Reed, none more formidable than frequently occurs 
from the change of overseer; and none that was not promptly quelled by 
the energy and resolution of a single citizen. But for the sake of argu- 
ment. suppose it had been true, that the negroes were a vicious. insubordi- 
nate and dangerous set. What would have been the danger to the neigh- 
borhood, or to the State, of sending them off to Africa? But one of the 
complaints actually made against the executors of one or both of the wills, 
was, that the negroes had not been promptly removed. This complaint 
in behalf of those who, by bringing a 


comes certainly with a bad grace 
law-suit to defeat these wills, coerced the executors to incur the heavy 


expenses incident to litigation, when so large an amount was involved— 
expenses amounting to more than thirty thousand dollars, and thereby cre- 
sted the necessity of detaining the slaves, even after the termination of the 
suit, todefray them. They first prevented the possibility of removing the 


break the will, and then charge the executors 


with unnecessary delay, because they have to be detained to make the mo- 
ney to pay the expenses of the suit. 

2. It was insinuated, if not alleged, that the wills were made under the 
influence of the terrors of death and judgment, inspired by “priests and 
fanatics,” operating upon minds enfeebled by disease and suffering. Much 
also was said of a similar character. These allegations, if true, and if they 
had been proved before the Courts upon the trial, might have had some 
just weight; but unfortunately there is not a shadow of truth to support 
them, and I believe not even an attempt was made to prove them. And in 
the case of Captain Ross, the will itself bears internal and irrefutable evi- 


negroes, by bringing a suit to 
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dence of the contrary. ‘The privilege intended to be secured to most of 


his slaves was distinctly excepted and withheld by the testator, froin a 
portion of them, whom he directed to be sold. This proves that it was 
no death-hed alarm of conscience from the abolitionists’ sin of slavehold- 
ing. It is evident that if this had been the feeli ng Ww hich prompted the 
will, it would have been made to embrace al/ the slaves in the provisions 
for emigration to Africa. 

3. It was alleged of the executors hol Mr. Reed, that one (Mr. Butler) 
was a clergyman, and that the other (Dr. Duncan) is a very rich man, and 
presid lent of the Colonization Society. An artful attempt was made to 
identify colonization with abolitionism, and to attach the odium which 
very properly falls upon the latter, to all who would be concerned in exe- 
cuting the intentions or suppost 1 bersraxt of the testators in regard to the 
removal of the slaves to Africa. Much was said about fanaticism and 
“ abolitionism in disguise.” I have said that an artful attempt was made, 
because I can scarcely suppose a Senator, and especially the principal 
champion on this occasion, so badly informed on the subject as not to 
know tl lat the most deadly hostility exists, on the part of the abolitionists, 
to the Colonization Society, and to the object to which (in the language of 
its constitution) “its attention is to be exclusively directed,” viz : * to pro- 
mote and execute a plan for colonizing | with their own consent) the free 
people of color residing in our country, in Africa or such other place as 
Congress shall deem most expedient.’ The chief difficulty in the way of 
the Socieiy is want of adequate fund Emigrants are offering themselves 
In greater numbers than they have means for transporting and providing 
for. This fact proves that the Society could have no motive to persuade 
masters to emancipate their slaves. 

The characters of the gentlemen who, without their knowledge, had 
been appointed the executors of Mrs. Reed’s will, require no defence at the 
hands of so humble an individual as myself. They are emphatically men 
hem, it is true, is a clergyman ; but this, ! trust, 
can only be a subject of reproach, even among those who make no profes- 
sion of religion, when the lift | and conduct is inconsistent with the pro- 
fession. It is in vain that diligent efforts have been made to attach odium 
to him in consequence o i? infortunate connection with one of these 
wills, whilst it is impossible te Siem § o him the most absolute disinterest- 
edness. Even his accusers unin tentionally praise him. Of what is he ac- 
cused’ Of intending or desiring to remove to Liberia, in Africa, his own 
slaves. A will has been made, by virtue of which, so long as there is any 
law in the land, the property (slaves and all) of the late Mrs. Reed, have 
incontestably become the property of Mr. Butler and Dr. Duncan. Their 
title to the property cannot be questioned , and if there was an execution 
in the hands of the sheriff of that county against either of these gentlemen, 
it would be subject to seizure and sale to satisfy the execution—nor could 

iny legal power prevent it. Who will deny that Mrs. Reed had the right 
to make these gentlemen her heirs Wi I, 3 if they had ap plied the estate 
to their own use, they might unquestional ily have done so. But because 
they desire to make a disposition ‘of heed sroperty by which they cannot be 
benefited, they are abused and vilified, an even threatened with the interpo- 
ition of force, to prevent the execution of their intentions. I[t has heen 


without reproach. One of t 


— 


publicly boasted that 500 men are evel and ready to prevent them from 


emoving their slave 


‘\ 
t} 
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[ appeal to you, if this Is a mere private contest for property, in which 
we have no concern. So long as it was confined to the judicial tribunals, 
this would have been the case, and public discussion of the subject would 


ie i 
is becoming silence was not observed, even pending the litigation in the 


— —_ 


have been improper. But on the part of those who contested the wills, 
| ( 

courts. Publication was made in the newspapers of the briefs of the law- 
vers, and other ¢ ile views of the case, for no other obvious purpose 
than that of operating through popular prejudices upon the courts. ‘There 
was nothing in this case to justify, or even to apologize for such attempts 
to create popular excitement. It demanded only the calm and unbiassed 
judgment of the courts—the only tribunals which could legally take cog- 
nizance of the questions at issue. but after the most full and labored 


ta g ++ ‘ » an ] hl) ] > 11)) ] , a . . 
arguments of the most able and learned counsel on both sides, the high 


court of errors and appeals, the highest tribunal in the state, affirmed the 
judement of the Chancellor ictal ‘ol 1] P 
yuacgement ot te Hnancelor, SUStAINING ule Wii , put as Vou have seen. 


the contest was not given up. he peo le have been called upon to rise 
up and pul Line laws al ce hance Calls have been made Lupe 1h ihe Le ovisla- 
ture to usurp power not granted to them by the people in the Constitution, 


i) ¢] | ] . { | . "4 ‘ J : 
to annul the solemn decrees oi the courts to wrest trom the hands of eiti- 


zens property which has been devised to them under the laws of the State. 
And shall it be said that you and | have no concern with these extraordinary 
movements? If we quietly fold our arms and passively acquiesce in such 
proceedings, what sec urity, I ask, have any of us for the protection of law 


to our property, our lives, or our liberty? ‘'T'’o what purpose have we 


yielded a portion of our natural liberty, in the constitution of civil govern- 
iment. if, on the one hand, we ar compelled to submit to the decisions of 


‘ 


ithe established tribunals of the country; whilst on the other, in the pro- 
tection of our r! 
authority is to bi 
to this, that the laws of the land are to be annulled by one man, or even 
by 500 men, because certain testators did not happen to make their wills 


‘ights and property, and perchance of our lives, the same 


} P ] : : P ; _ a. 
rampled upon and set at naught? Has it indeed come 


{ 
in accordance with their views, or with public sentiment? Let us not de- 
ceive ourselves. Passive acquiescence in such doctrines or in such mea- 


sures is criminal. *‘'The poisoned chalice may soon be returned to our 


1 99 / j | j . j ] j j P . 
Own | ps. Wi HWUay LAE Tl Cit 210 és Ali Ss / und of lawl Ss USUT p- 
. , . , = 
alton nad violenc 
[ un, gentlemen, your iriend and tellow-citizen. 
T T ‘Tr 
JOHN KER. 
ig - 1 1 

LINDEN, December 15, 184] 

No s+ i! \ ielte \\ Wilt i ome time wo, and wowmld the n have been pub- 
lished, but that the writer w informed that some | | steps had been renewed in 
relation to one of the will The } lication was t 1 suspended. The writer has, 

ywever, just na copy of the 7th section of a bill Ww before the House of Repre- 
sentatives, e! titl ‘ \) act to am the Ve il i sO} this state relative to free 

rroes and mulat’sxes.” This section is so pably adapted, and intended to bear 

n these wills, that he cannot feel at liberty loneer to wit ld the publication. 


wy 1, 1842 
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THE RIGHT OF. SEARCH AND AFRICAN SLAVE TRADE 


ht of lation to the African slave trade 


"THe question of th ric itt GL Search in re 


on the coastof Africa, and within certain well defined limits, is one of great 


ii:terest to this country and to humanity. In our number for January 15th 
we published a notice from the Journal of Commerce in reference to the 
controversy between our late minister and Lord Palmerston on this sub- 
ject. We now insert the following brief notice, copied by the Christian 
Register from the Old Colony Memorial, as containing the substance of 
that controversy, and a very able article on the weneral 


. . ) P “7 ’ ° » J Bt ail one ‘ 
of search from the Boston Daily Advertiser and Patriot, with some oth- 


. on ; 
subject of the right 


er extracts, which may serve to elucidate the subject. 


‘¢ Lerd Palmerston admits that the search of American vessels is irregu- 
lar—but in several of the first instances which occurred, he pleads the pro- 
visions of a special agreement between the commanding oflicers of the 
British vessels on the African coast, and Com. Payne, of the United 
States, for securing and detaining ships found trading in slaves. Subse- 
quently Lord P. alleges that the sole intention of British vessels in search- 


ing, was to ascertain whether the vessel really had a right to the colors 


under which she was sailing—the search extending only to the papers, to 
which he is sure the United States Government cannot object. This 
distinction between the right of search and the right of visitation. 
Mr. Stevenson promptly denies, in his letter to Lord Aberdeen, Lord 
P.’s successor. He contends that public law secures to the vessels of all 
nations in time of peace, exemption from every species of interruption, as 
well as detention ; that the slave trade is not piracy by the law of nations. 
Lord Aberdeen replies that the fact that the slave trade is carried on by 
ships of other nations under the American flag, justifies the examination of 
suspected vessels. He renounces all right to visit and search American 
vessels, and contends that it is not as Ameriean vessels that they are visi 
ted. ‘I'his has been the custom for a lone time, of all nations ; and Great 
Britain claims no right which she is not willing to grant. ‘The reply of 
Mr. Stevenson reiterates his former position, and makes the decisive inti 
mation that the continuance of these searches would necessarily lead to 


unhappy consequences.’ 


From the Boston Daily Ade tiser and Patriot. 
THE RIGHT OF SEARCH ON THE COAST OF AFRICA. 

Tur President of the United States, in his recent message to Congress, 
has characterized, as an interpolation into the maritime code, the claim 
made bv the British Government with regard to vessels on the coast of 
Africa suspected of being engaged in the slave trade, and bearing American 
colors. <A declaration like this, from the Executive of the country, even if 
it did not find support in many minds, is entitled to the gravest conside 
ration; and the more so as the question raised is supposed by some dis- 
tinguished Senators to involve the issues of peace and war. We trust it 
may not be without its uses, to examine this question, and to try the cor. 
rectness of the position assumed by our Government 
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vestigate the case; and, upon sufficient proof being idduced of the Span- 
ish character of the vessel, and of her having been guilty of \ iolating the 
treaty between Great Britain and Spain for the suppression of the slave 
trade, the court may condemn her, notwithstanding that she was sailing 
under the American Hac, and had American papers on hoard. 

The doctrine suggested in this note is distinctly enunciated in the second 
note of the same date, in reply to one from Mr. Stevenson, bearing date 
more than a vear before, viz: August 14th, 1840, on the subject of a com- 
plaint made by the American Government against the commander of a 
British cruiser for having boarded the American ship Susan, when off the 
light of Cape Frio, in the month of April, 1839. In this note, Lord Pal- 
merston says, that her Majesty’s Government do not pretend that her 
Majesty *s naval officers have any right lo search American merchant- 
men, met with 
‘¢ But there is an essential and fundamental difference between search- 


° : . , , 
17t fume of peace. He then adds : 


ing a vessel and examining her papers to see whether she is legally provi- 


ded with documents entitling her to the protection of any country, and 
especially of the country whose flag she may have hoisted at the time. 
For, thouch by common parlance the word * flag” is used to express the 
and thou rh. accordin r to that acceptation of the word. 


test of nationality 


her Majestv’s Government admit that British cruisers are not entitied, in 
time of peace, to search merchant vessels under the American flag, yet he: 
Majesty’s Government do not mean thereby to say that a merchantman 
ean exempt himself from seareh by merely hoisting a piece of bunting with 


the United States emblems and colors upon it: that which her Majesty's 


Government mean is, that the richts of the United States flag exempt a 
vessel from search, when that vessel is provided with papers entitling her 
to wear that flag, and proving her to be United States property, and na 
vigated according to law. 


‘* But the fact cannot be ascertained unless an officer of the cruiser whos: 
dutv it is to aseertain this fact shall board the vessel. or unless the maste1 
of the merehantman shall bring his papers on board the cruiser; and this 
examination of papers of merchantmen suspected of being engaged in the 


slave trade, even though they may hoist a United States flag, is a proceed 


ing which it is absolutely necessary that British eruisers employed in the 
suppression of the slave trade should continue to practise, and to which 
her Majesty’s Government are fully persuaded that the United States Gov- 
ernment cannot, upon consideration, object.”” 

‘*'’The cruisers employed by her Majesty’s Government for the suppres- 
sion of the slave trade must ascertain by inspection of papers, the nation- 
ality of eS gels pref mith by them uni r circumstance ; which justify a 
suspicion that such vessels are engaged in the slave trade, in order that, 
if such vessels are found to belong to a country which has conceded to 
Great Britain the mutual right of search, they may be searched accordingly ; 
and that. if they be found to belong to a country which, like the United 
States, has not conceded that mutual rieht, thev may be allowed to pass 
on, free and unexamined, to consummate their intended iniquity.” 

It is not unimportant, as showing the deliberation with which this doc- 
trine was promulgated, to observe that more than a year intervened be 
tween Mr. Stevenson’s note complaining that the American ship Susan 
had been Doarded and Lord Palmerston’s reply. It was also one of his 
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Lordship’ la tL omeial acts, a the mini a ol Sir Robert Peel came into 






ly foyy clear Yoy . 4 — 
power only a leW Gays alter, Lord Aberdeen, however, who succeeded 







o the post of Foreign Secretary, in a very able note, bearing date Octo- 





ber 13, 1841, re-asseried with o In I it quailhcation, the Coctrine of 







. ’ 7 ? } } ! ] ' 
his preds cessors, and develop d, at considerable length, the grounds on 

. : . } nine — ‘ ee . ‘ . . ° 
which it stood, as well as the proper iltiltations it must receive 1n its 
practical application. In this note, Lord Aberdeen distinetly renounces 
ill pretension, on the part of the British Government. to visit “c] 
Lil | ension, tne part i tile ritisih Grovernment, tO Visit and Seareh 
{merican vessels in time of peace. ‘I’o do this, he says, when that right 





is not vranted by tre aly, would be an in iraction of pub ic law and a v10- 













lation of national dignity and independence. It is not as American that 
vessels are visited. But it has been the in iable ice of t British 
navy, and, as lord Aberdeen believes, of all the navies in the world, to 
ascertain by visit the real nationality of merchant vessels met with on the 
hioh seas, af lie) be reason » ¢ / { fi / rracte) 
Lord Aberdeen then adds a very important qualification of the doctrine. 
which has not been stated by Lord Palmerston. He says that so much 
respect and honor are due to the Ameriean flag, that it is admitted no ves- 
sel hearing ul ought fo be visiled by a British erui r. excent under the 
most grave suspicions and well founded of the vrenuineness of 
ifs characte 
It will be observed, that it is not simply the suspicion.as stated by Lord 
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ness of their character. 
Sueh being the actual claim of the British Government. it is diffteult to 





see how Mr. Stevenson could find it **no essential difference from the 






right of search in its harshest form ;’’ **the assertion of the right to detain 
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and examine al/ vessels on the coast of the African seas :”’ and “a claim 






of jurisdiction over the whole of the African seas and coasts, as exelusiy 





as that which could only be enjoyed within the acknowledged limits of 





loeal sovereionty. If he really saw this broad usurpation—and we ecan- 





not doubt that he did—we can-appreciate his solemn protest against it, as 
alike inconsistent with the principles of public law, with the rights and 


sovereignty of the United States, and with the sense of justice which be 













longs to the British nation. 
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But the President has, to a certain exteut, sanctioned the protest of Mr. 
Stevenson. He has characterized the British claim as an interpolation 
into the maritime code, and as the assertion of a right which this Govern- 
ment cannot recognise as legitimate and proper. It is important, then, 
to ascertain whether this isso. Is the claim of the British Government an 
interpolation into the maritime code ? 

In the first place, what is the right of search, usually so called? It is 
strictly a belligerent right, allowed by the general consent of nations in 
time of war, and limited to this time. It is the right on the part of the 
lawfully commissioned cruisers of a belligerent nation, to visit and search 
merchant ships on the high seas, whatever be the ships, whatever be the 
cargoes, whatever be the destination; because, till they are visited and 


searched, it does not appear what the ships, or the cargoes, or the desti- 


nations are; and it is for the purpose of ascertaining these points that the 
necessity of this right exists. If, upon the search, it appears that the ship 
is enemy property, or engaged in a contraband trade, or that her cargo is 
enemy property , Oo that her destination is to a blockaded port, she is lia- 
ble, by the law of nations, to be taken, and brought in for adjudication, 
before a prize court. ‘This right has been pronounced by the Supreme 
Court of the United States as growing out of and ancillary to the greater 
right of capture. And Sir William Scott, in one of his admirable judg- 
ments, said that it was so clear in principle that no man could deny it who 
admits the legality of maritime capture; because, if you are not at liberty 


fo ascertain, by suflicient inquiry, whether there is property that can le- 


eally be captured, it is impossible to capture. The troubles and deten- 
tions to which innocent neutrals are exposed, from the exercise of this 
right, most sensidiy aaa to the wt Spread aisiress which is caused Dy 


the iron flail of war. 

The rieht of a belligerent cruiser to detain and search, in order to as- 
certain whether the ship or eargo is liable to capture, naturally carries with 
it all the means necessary to its exercise. It cannot lawfully be resisted. 
The neutral ship may be compelled to lie by and wait the approach of the 
cruiser, and, if she does not, the cruiser will be justified in such an exer- 
cise of force as is proper to compel her. She may be boarded—her pa- 
pers may be examined in order to determine her nationality and her desti- 
nation—her cargo may be overhauled, in order to determine whether it is 
contraband of war or enemy property ; and the ship may be detained so 
long as is necessary to conduct this examination to the satisfaction of the 
belligerent commander. The exercise of this right, being strictly lawful, 
involves the cruiser in no trespass or wrong, and in no liability to costs 
and damages, provide d always that the search is conducted with proper 
prudence, and with as little personal harshness as is consistent with the 
due enforcement of so disagreeable a duty. And any injuries that may 
casually arise to property or persons of the neutral ship are to be regarded 
as misfortunes, to be borne where they fall, and carry ine with them no 
personal liability. 

Such is the right which Mr. Stevenson is not able to distinguish from 
that now claimed by the British Government on the coast of Africa. Well 
may Lord Palmerston say that he hopes the day is not far distant when 
the Government of the United States will cease to confound two things 


which are in their nature entirely different: will look to things, and not 
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to words. and perceive the wide and entire distinction between that right 


of seare}: which has heretofore been a subject of discussion between the 


two couulries, and the right now claimed. 
The latter we will call, for the sake of greater clearness and to avoid 


confusion of terms, a right of inguiry. It is a right, in certain cases, to 


aqguire into the genuineness of the flag carried by a ship suspected of 


heing engaged in the slave-trade, and under circumstances exciting strong 
suspicions that the flag is fraudulently used. ‘The cruiser has but a single 
question toask. .?re you entitled to carry the American ensign ? If the 
examination show the affirmative to be true, all power of further inter- 
ference ceases. ‘he American flag will cover with its protecting folds, all 
ships which are legally entitled to carry it; and no cruiser of any foreign 
State can proceed beyond the simple inquiry as to its genuineness; not 
evenif the ship be avowedly engaged in the slave trade, and if the tokens 
of this iniquitous trafic be in view. 

Further, we have seen that there are two things which must concur, in 
order to justify even this inquiry. ‘There must be strong reason to sus- 
pect, in the first place, that the ship is engaged in the slave trade; and, in 
the second place, that she is not legally entitled to the flag which she 
bears. 

How clearly, then, is this narrow right distinguishable, in extent and 
in the occasion of its exercise, from the comprehensive belligerent right of 
search. ‘The latter reaches all vessels, and carries with it, as we have 
seen, great power. ‘The former is directed to a small number of vessels 
ind is restrained to a single inguiry, under circumstances peculiar and 
of rare occurrence. 

But the two rights are distinguishable in another respect, which is more 
important still. ‘The belligerent right of search is one of the great rights of 
war. It carries with it no responsibility to make compensation for inju- 
ries arising from its just exercise. ‘The other right is of an humbler cha 
racter, belonging to the police of the ocean in time of peace. Unless a 
party exercising it brings himself precisely within the rule, he will be 
liable to re spond in costs and damages. He must at least be able to 
show what is known in the maritime law as probable cause for the exer- 
cise of it. He must be able to establish a case of well-founded suspicion, 
Janus-faced, that the ship was engaged in the slave trade, and that she had 
assumed a flag to which she was not entitled. He must be able to show 
that he confined himself to the simple inquiry which we have stated, and 
that he did not detain the ship longer than was requisite to satisfy himself 
on this single point. Otherwise he will be personally responsible for his 
conduct, as 2 wrong-doer; and the courts of England and the United 
States will be alike open for redress to all who may have suffered by his 
ets. 

And here we say, in answer to Mr. Stevenson’s interrogatories, as to 
the tribunal that 1s to determine the degree of suspicion which is to just 
lv the act of inquiry, that, in the first place, the officer who makes it ts 
to judge. He acts at his peril. It is of the many responsibilities of 
his post. If, however, any question should afterwards arise, with regard 
to the proper exercise ol the power, it may be considered and determined 
in the Court of Admiraltv, whose hich province it is, both im our countrys 


ind i England, to administer the law of nations 
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‘The question, whether the suspicious circumstances amounted to a jus- 
tification of the trespass, is a question depending upon the peculiar facts 


of each case, with regard to the conduct and appearance of the ship. _ If 


— 


this is so—and we think it cannot be otherwise—Lord Aberdeen would 
seem to have expressed himself too strongly in one partof his note, where 
he intimates that the mere fact of the fraudulent use of the American flag 
on the African coast of itself, constitutes that reasonable ground of suspi- 
cion which the law of nations requires in such a case. In another part 
of his note the rule is stated more correctly. No single facet can of itself, 
in all eases, justify this suspicion ; for the same fact, as often as it occurs, 
mav be attended by different circumstances, which shall materially qualify 
its influence. The rule is more reasonable and just which leaves each 
ease to stand by itself, making the right of tagwiry to depend upon all the 
circumstances affording ground of suspicion, 

In point of fact, aright of so limit =a a character, involving so simple a 
ceremony, if exercised with proper caution—and we have the assurance 
of the British Foreign Secretary that special instructions on this head have 
been transmitted to her Majesty’s cruisers—can searcely be productive of 
any inconvenience. ‘The true American ship, if its character is unfor- 
tunately drawn in question, will, on examination, go free, while the slave- 
trader, who has fraudulently usurped our flag, will alone find occasion for 
complaint. 

Let us not be understood, however, as defending the right on the 
ground that it is limited in its nature, and that its proper exercise will be 
productive of little real inconvenience. Viewing this matter, as we do, 
on the ground of principle, its greater or less magnitude cannot enter as 
an element into our judgment; though we may be pardoned if we do not 
respond to the warmth of Mr. Stevenson, when the question dwindles 
before us, and loses the gigantic proportions which it : issumed in his eyes. 

What, then, is the ground of principle on which this right of inquiry 
is vindicated? ‘The answer is prompt. It is the same ground which sup- 
ports the belligerent right of search. ‘This we have already seen is the 
subsequent rightof capture. And it may be receis ed as a general rule that 
wherever the right of capture exists, there is necessarily a correlative right, 
either of search or inquiry, in order to ascertain whether the ship or 
cargo is justly liable to capture. And this correlative right seems to be 
inherent in the nature of things. If rot so, to what purpose is the right 
of capture given? how can it be used? In one breath the power is con- 
ceded; and in the next are denied the only means by which it can be 
made available. It would certainly be inconsistent with the justice and 
comity of nations to adopt tls ground. And unless this right of inquiry 
be admitted, the extravagant doctrine must be espoused that the flag at the 
mast-head is conclusive evidence of the nationality of the vessel so as to 
preclude all further question. Even those who contend for the rule that 
‘‘ free ships make free goods,’’ admit, according to Sir William Scott, the 
exercise of this right, at least for the purpose of ascertaining whether the 
ships are free or not. 

It would seem to be a principle, deducible from reason and the law of 
nature, those great fountains of all law, that wherever a right or privi- 
lege is given, there is acorresponding right to ascertain the identity of the 
individual who claims it. The person of an ambassador is sacred; but 
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therefore. no right of visitation exists in order to suppress it. But this is 


a wrong issue. Itis notnecess to show that the slave trade is contrary 


to the law of nations. It will be a sufficient justification of a cruiser, if 


he has a right to capture the susp ected ship, supposi 19 his suspicions well 
founded. To this right of capture the right of inquiry is ancillary. 


Now it will be conceded that, in pursuance of certain treaties whereto 
Encland, Franee, Spain, and Portugal are parties the legally commis- 
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of Washington, Jefferson and Madison, in opposition to it, and then fairly 
stated them, to have enabled the American public to come to an enlight- 
ened decision on the subject. If [ understand him right, his proposition 
is, that there can be no danger in granting to Great Britain the right of 
search under certain limitations. ‘This may be true, provided we could 
confine the naval officers of Great Britain within those limitations ; but, 
once grant the right, what means have we of restraining the British naval 
officers from an arbitrary abuse of the granted power? Mr. S. says that 
the officers can be punished; but can, and will, in practice, have very 
different meanings. Will he be pleased to point out a single instance in 
which the British Government have punished a British officer for the 
most outrageous violation of this claimed right of search’? I presume 
that no American will pretend to assert that the sovereignty of our country 
was not most grossly violated by Admiral Berkely in enforcing this pre- 
tended right of search against an American frigate. Was he punished? 
No. He was rewarded by being promoted from an inferior to 2 superior 
station; and by being placed in command of the second squadron, in 
point of dignity, in the British service. Was there ever a British officer 
punished for boarding our vessels, examining our seamen, tearing up the 
protections of the most able-bodied men presence of the captains, mates 
and crew, and then forcibly taking the seamen aboard their men-of-war, 
and there keeping them to fight their battles? | defy Mr. S. or any one 
else to point out a solitary instance in which an officer has been eashiered, 
or even censured, for: this insult he national flag, and this violation of 
the rights of American citizens. was not at all surprised that Sir Wil 


liam Scott, ‘‘in one of his admirable judements,’’ should assert this belli- 
gerent right of search in its greatest latitude; and ‘that it naturally ear- 


ries with it all the means necessary to its exercise,’’ and that ** any inju- 
ries that may casually arise to property or persons of the neutral ship, are 
to be regarded as misfortunes, to be borne where they fall, and carrying 
with them no personal liabilities.” Now let us see the consequences in 
practice that resulted from this ‘* admirable judgment.” Why, that hun- 
dreds of American vessels were sent into British ports, because British 
commanders chose to suspect them; and after feeing proctors and en- 
countering other expenses incident to a trial, it being found that there was 
no just cause of condemnation, the vessel and cargo were released, mostly 
accompanied with the declaration that, as there was just ground of susp! 
cion, the vessels and cargoes should be liable for the costs of court; which, 
with port charges, light money, &c., generally amounted to from one 
hundred to five hundred pounds sterling, besides sailors’ wages, expense 
of provisions, demurrage, and the much more serious injury of the loss of 
a good market. ‘Thousands of sailors, too, were impressed, upon suspi- 
cion of their being Englishmen, for the very conclusive reason that they 
spoke the English language, and were able-bodied men; and these im- 
pressed Americans were detained in the service until our war of 1812, 
when they were sent to English prisons, because they refused to fight 
against their own country, and were there detained as prisoners of war. 
In this same ‘‘admirable judgment’’ it is likewise broadly asserted that 
the British belligerent may overhaul the papers of the neutral, examine her 
cargo to determine whether it is contraband of war, or enemies’ property ; 
and any damage that may ensue from this detention and breaking out of 
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the cargo does not involve the cruiser in any trespass or wrong, or in anv 
liability to costs and damage ; and, by way of a rhetorical flourish, a pro- 
viso is added, ‘‘if it is done with prudence and with as little harshness as 
possible.”’ It follows that if a British commander chooses to suspect that 
there are twenty barrels of tar, or twenty barrels of gunpowder, or twenty 
cannon, at the bottom of the hold of a vessel of five hundred tons, he will 
have the right to break out as much of the’cargo as he chooses, and, after 
he finds nothing contraband, leave the vessel to her fate with prot ably a 
crew shortened by two or three impressed sailors, to restow the cargo in 
the best way they can; and that if the American neutral is lost or cast 
away in consequence of not being able properly to restow the cargo, ow- 
ing to her being thus short-handed, why this ‘admirable judgment”? as- 
serts that the British commander is not to be liable for the damages, 
because the British commander had a right to search if there was cause of 
suspicion, of which cause of suspicion he is to be the sole judge. From ; 
this we are to infer that the ship’s papers are to afford no evidence what- 
ever, although it is well known that a manifest of a s! 
is exhibited at our custom-house, there to be sworn to, and that a clear- 
ance is given in conformity therewith ; that bills of lading are to be made 
out specifying every article of merchandize on board the vessel, and that 


1ip’s outward cargo 


any false representation in re gard to the cargo at an insurance office would 
vitiate the policy. ‘The national character of the ship upon the high seas 
is sustained upon no better or higher evidence than the national character 
of the cargo, both being signed and countersigned by the same custom- 
house officers ; in addition to which the national character, quantity and 
quality of the cargo are invariably sworn to, in a time of war, before a 
notary public, and usually accompanied with certificates from the bellige 
rent Consuls; and all this testimony is to have no weight against the 
suspicions of any of her Britannic Majesty’s commanders, nor are they 
to be liable for any damages for any search they may choose to institute, 
in utter disregard of those documents. When it is recollected that the 
hope of prize money is always urging on the commanders of cruizing 
vessels to the most arbitrary and unjustifiable acts in executing this pre- 
tended right of search, one is appalled that a man of talent, as Sir William 
Scott was well known to be, should countenance, by such an argument, a 
set of men who are well known not to be very sc ee | in perpe trating 
the most outrageous acts towards neutral nations. Mr. C. 8S. talks much 
about the law of nations in connection with the British Courts of Admi- 
ralty, intending to have it understood, I suppose, that those courts are 
regulated or governed by the law of nations in their decisions. So ¥ 
from this, it is well known to all the world who know any thing of : 
British Court of Admiralty, that it is neither governed by the laws of God 
nor by the law of nations. It is purely a political court, and is governed 
in all its decisions by orders in Council, or is regulated in its decisions 
by the political interests indicated by the Ministry. Was any proof of 
this fact necessary, two or three are within my recollection which stand 
out in bold relief. ‘The first is, the order of Council of the 6th Novem- 
ber, 1793, directing the capture of all vessels bound to or from the French 
West India Islands, which I adverted to in my last. No intimation of 
such an order in Council was given to the American Minister resident in 
London, nor was published in the London Gazette, through which pa- 
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armed vessels to the African coast, to carry into eflect our own laws for 


the suppression of the slave trade, without literlering with the policy of 
others. or allowing any attempt to violate our own maritime 1 olits, It 
should be recollected that in 1823, the then Secretary of State of the 
United States, (the Hon. John Quincy Adams,) under a resolution of the 
House of Repres ntatives almost unanimously adopted, requesting * the 
President of the United States to enter upon and to prosecute, from time 
to time, such negotuauons with the several maritinme pt wers of Europe 


and America, as he may deem ¢ x peau nt, 10rT ie etiectual a lition of the 


- ] | 1 ] ti ‘| An 2 Ph 8 ee 
African slave trade under the law of nations, by e consent of the elviliz- 
} 1? eS en? a | 
ed world,.”’ engaged in an able correspondence with Mr. Canning, on the 


subject of a mutual right of search for the suppression of this traffic, and 
- , } . . } | ’ } - - 

finally transmitted to our Minister in England, Mr. Rush, the draft of a 
convention to which the (sovernment of the Un ted States was willing to 


hecome 9 party. We submit the following p ssage fr m the letter of Mr. 
Adams to Mr. Rush: 


‘‘We have declared the slave trade, so far as it may be pursued by 
citizens of the United States, piracy ; and, as such, made it punishable 
} th v4 » lnti f the Hou f Repr ntatives rec — 
with death. The resolution of the House of Representatives recommends 


negotiation, to obtain the consent of the civilized world to recognize it as 


piracy, under the law of nations. One of the properties of that descrip- 
tion of piracies is, that those who are guilty of it may be taken upon the 
high seas, and tried by the courts of every nation. But by the prevailing 


customary law, they are tried only by the tribunals of the nation to which 
} } 


the vessel belongs in which the piracy was committed. The crime itself 


has been. however, in modern times, of so rare oecurrence, that there is 
no uniformity in the laws of the European nations with regard to this 
point, of wl ich we have ad remarkable and di eisive proof within these 
five vears, in the case of piracy ! murder, committed on board the 
schooner Platts! urg, a me rehant vessel of the United States. Nearly the 


whole of her crew were Impl cated in the crime, which was committed on 
the high seas. ‘They carried the vessel into Christiansand, Norway, 
there ah yndont d he rs and dis pe rs¢ d : thre e f them were tl lke n up in Den- 
mark. one in Sweden, one at Dantzig, in Prussia, and one in France. 


Those taken up in Denmark and in Sweden were delivered up to the 


officers of the { nited States, brought to this countrv. tried, convicted and 
executed. ‘The man taken at Dantzig, was, by const nt of the Prussian 
Government, sent to Elsineur, and there confronted with those taken in 
Denmark. The evidence against him on the examination was decisive ; 
but, as he persisted in the refusal to confess his guilt, the Prussian Go- 
vernment, bound by an established maxim in their municipal law, declined 
either to deliver him up, or to try him themselves, but sent him back to 
Dantzig, there to remain imprisoned for life. ‘The French Government, 
upon advisement of the highest judicial authority of the kingdom, declined, 
also, either to try the man taken up there, or to deliver him up, unless 
upon proof of his guilt being produced against him, at the place where he 
was confined ; with which condition, it not having been in our power to 
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comply, man remained there, also in prison, presumably for life. 
From these incidents Ss apparent that there is no uniformity in the 
modes of trial, to which piracy, by the law of nations, is subjected in 
different European countries ; but that the trial itself is considered as the 
ight and duty only of the nation to which the vessel belongs, on board of 


hich the piracy was committed. ‘This was, however, a piracy commit- 

: board of a vessel by its own crew. External piracies, or piracies 
committed by, and from one vessel against another, may be tried by the 
courts of any country, but are more usually tried by those of the country, 

whose vessels have been the sufferers of the piracy, as many of the Cuba 
pirates have been tried in the British West India Islands, and some of 


them in our courts. 

‘*This principle we should wish to introduce into the system, by 
which the slave trade should be recog nize xd as piracy under the law of 
nations: namely, that, ulthou rh seizable by the officers and authorities of 
every nation, they should be triable only by the when ils of the country 
of the slave trading vessel. This provision is indispensable to guard the 
innocent navigator against vexatious detentions, and all the evils of arbi- 
trary search. In commit ting to foreign officers the power, even in a case 
of conventional piracy. of arresting, confining and delivering over for trial. 
a citizen of the Uuited States, we feel the necessity of guarding his rights 
from all abuses, and from the application of any laws of a country other 
than his own. 

‘¢The draft of a convention is herewith enclosed, which, if the British 
Government should agree to treat upon this subject on the basis of a legis- 
lative prohibition of the slave trade by both parties, under the penalties of 
piracy, you are authorized to propose and to conclude. These articles, 
however. are not offered to the exclusion of others which may be pro- 
posed on the part of the British Government, nor is any one of them, ex- 
cepting the first, to be insisted upon as indispensable, if others equally 
adapted to answer their purposes should be proposed. It is only from 
the consideration of the crime in the character of piracy, that we can ad- 
mit the visitation of our merchant vessels by foreign officers for any 
purpose whatever, and in that case only under the most effective respon- 
sibility of the officer for the act of visitation itself, and for every thing 
done under it. 

‘¢Tf the sentiments of the British Government should be averse to the 
principle of declaring the trade itself, by a legislative act, piratical, you 
will not propose, or communicate to them, the enclosed project of con- 
vention. Its objects, you will distinctly understand, are two-fold: to 
carry into effect the resolution of the House of Representatives ; and to 
meet, explicitly and fullv, the call so earnestly urged by the British Go- 
vernment, that, in declining the proposals pressed by them upon us, of 
conceding a mutual and qualified right of search, we should offer a sub- 
stitute, for their consideration. ‘The substitute, by declaring the crime 
piracy, carries with it the right of search for the pirates, existing in the 
very nature of the crime. But, to the concession of the right of search, 
distinct from the denomination of the crime, our objections remain in all 
their original force. 
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AFRICAN COLONIZATION 
IMPORTANT MEETING IN WASHINGTON 


On Wednesday evening, the 16th inst., a meeting of the citizens of 
Washington, and of strangers interested in the cause of the American 
Colonization Society, was held in the Assembly Rooms, when the Rev. 
Wm. Hawley (one of the Vice Presidents of the Society) was called to 
the chair. The Secretary of the Society (Mr. Gurley) stated the object 
of the meeting, and in a speech of some length, urged the importance of 
arousing the public mind of the country to a sense of the magnitude and 
benevolence of the scheme of African Colonization. He showed that the 
earliest and ablest benefactors and advocates of the Society, had regarded 
this plan as one of great interest to Africa and America, and operating 
benevolently in all directions, and towards all classes in these two quar- 
ters of the world. He showed that these eminent men (Gen. Harper, 
Mr. Madison, Chief Justice Marshall, and others,) relied not upon pri 
vate efforts alone, but expected the interposition of the State and General 
Governments. As long ago as 1824, Gen. Harper made a report on the 
subject, and among other things said, ‘* this the committee regard as an 


undertaking strictly and essentially national, in which, consequently, the 
? 


a“ ~+ 


national resources ought tohe employed. The evil to be removed partic 
larly affects, indeed, particular parts of the nation; but affects the rest by 
its necessarv consequences, and is therefore a national evil.’’-—~Again, 
‘‘ These reasons have led the Committee to conclude that application ought 
to be made to the National Government. They are aware that doubts 
exist, in quarters entitled to the highest respect, about the expediency of 
making this application at present. But after a careful consideration of 
that point, they are of opinion, that an immediate application is advisable 
The time has come, when the way being found to be practicable, opened 
and prepared, the National Government may, with propriety, enter on this 
great career. 

‘* The Committee would also remark, that, although it may be doubted 
whether, on a subject so vast in its consequences and connections, and so 
new, Congress will act immediately, this does not, in their opinion, fur- 
nish any sufficient reason for delaying the application. ‘Time must be 
allowed for viewing the subject in all its bearings, for reflection on it ma- 
turely, and for public opinion to receive and communicate the proper im- 
pulse. Nothing, the Committee apprehend, will tend so effectually to 
produce and to hasten these desirable results, as full discussions and 
explanations of the whole subject in Congress, for which the present 
moment seems particularly favorable. 

‘©On the nature and extent of the aid which it would be proper to ask, 
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cl, With due regard to tne natlonal resources and 


{oO the public 





But the Committee are of opinion, after much 


ress ought to be requested to take under its protection 
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bv authorizing the President to make further 
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external. bv such regulations for its te m porary 
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ueemed adcvisabie, and DY authorizing the Presi- 


e naval force on the coast, as well for the more 


the slave trade, as for the purpose of impressing 
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ime to time, O! Sullable territories, on the south- 


for the establishment of other simular colonies, as 
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‘ . +} ty | ann + nile ¢ 
nent to suppress the siave trade and the pianta- 


nies: to the act of Congress of the 3d of March, 
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Many circumstances at thi prese it moment seem to concur} brighter ing the 
prospects of the Society, and cherishing the hope that the time will come, when 
the dreadful calay ity which has so long afflicted our country and filled so many 
with despair, will be gradually removed and by means consistent with justice, 
peace, and the general satisfaction: thus giving to our country the full enjoyment of 
the blessings of liberty, and to the world the full benefit of its great example. I never 
considered the main difficulty of the great work as lying in the deficiency of emancipa- 
tions, but in an inadequacy of asylums for such a growing mass of population, and in 
the great expense of removing it to its new home. The spirit of private manumission 
as the laws may permit and the exiles may consent, 1s increas { will increase ; and 
there are sufficient indications that t public authorities in slave-holding States are 
looking forward to interpositions tn ditlerent forms that must have a powerful effect. 
With respect to the new abode { the emigrants, all < eree that the choice made by the 
Society is rendered peculiarly appropriate by considerations which need not be repeat- 
ed, and if other situations should not be found eligible receptacles for a portion of them, 
the prospects in Alrica seem to be expal ling in a hig! ly e! uraging deg 

‘*In contemplating the pecuniary resources needed jor the removal of such a number 
to so great a distance, my thoughts and hopes have been long turned to the rich fund 
presented in the western lands of t nation. which will soon entirely cease to be under 
a pledge for another object. The great one in q tion is truly of a national character, 
and it is known that distinguished patriots not dwelling in slave-holding States have 
viewed the object in that light, a We be willing to let the national domain bea 
resource in effecting it 

“¢ Should it be remarked that the States though all may be interested in relieving our 
country from the colored populat , they are not equally so; it is but fair to recollect, 
that the sections most to be benefited, ire those whose cessions created the fund to be 


. 
disposed of. 


‘‘[ am aware of the constitutional obstacle which has presented itself; but if the ge- 
} ] 


neral will be reconciled to an application of the territorial fund to the removal of the 
colored population, a grant to Co ss of the necessary authority could be carried, with 


little delay, through the forms of 


Chief Justice Marshall said, 


‘“‘It is undoubtedly of great impo! ‘e to retain the countenance and protection of 
the General Government. Sor of our cruisers stationed on the coast of Airica would, 
at the same time, interrupt the slave t -a horrid tratlic detested by all good men, 

id would protect 1 vessels and ¢ meree ol Ci y from pirates who infect 
thos = is Che ] wer ol Tt ‘4 , 1 ‘ ) i i ! > ot, i eve, © ni sted 
I recret that its } Wer ant ] ' is not equally f rom question On this 
subject I have always thought, ll think, that the propositiot ide by Mr. King,* 
in the Senate, is the most xcenpuol e and the inost ell live t n be devised. 

T fund would probably « ; rapidly as would b ! . when we take 
view the other rees Vi mi come ina f it, and its application 
would be, perhaps, less ex é to ft se cdns itional obiections \ h are made in 
the south rt nlie of 1 \ 1 the ‘J sury a raised by taxes. 
I} lands : if f _ a nay ( ] n disn sed ol 
by the gov ne ea ¢ solut ‘ 


‘The removal of our colored population is, I t k, a common object, by no means 


confined to the slav States. alf } 1 y are more immediately interests 1 in it. The 
whole Union would be strengthe by it, and relieved from a danger, whose extent 
can scarcely be estimated, It lessens very much in my estimation, the objection in a 
political view to the applicat if this ampl * ( ! are vect ming an ob- 
yect for which the States are to ser le. and which threatens to sow the seeds of dis- 
cord among us, instead ot being wha vy might be—a source of national wealth.” 

* Resolution. submitted to the Senate of the United States, by the Hon. Rufus King 


. . r \ _ } »)* 
of New York, February 18th, 1825. 
: oe r 4) 


Resolved. That as soon as the portion of the existing fun i debt of the United States, 
for the payment of which the public land of the United States is 7 ledged, shall have 
} h] 


been paid off, then and thenceforth, the whole of the public land ot the United States, 
with the nett proceeds of all future sales @Qhereof, shall constitute or form a fund, which 
is hereby appropriated, and the faith of the United States is | ledged, that the said fund 


shall be inviolably applied to aid the emancipation of such slaves, within any of the 
United States, and aid the removal of slaves, and the removal of such free people of color 
in any of the said States, as by the laws of the Staies respectively, may be allowed to be 
ancipated. or removed to any territory or country without the limits of the United 


em 


we 


states of America 
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Mr. Gurley then defended the general principles and purposes of the 
Society, and enforced its claims as philanthropic, in an enlarged sense, to 


our sympathies, exertions, to the confidence of all friends of the colored 


race, and of the Union. But we donot give evena sketch of the speech. 
Mr. Gurley submitted the following resolutions : 


Resolved, That the time has arrived when all the friends of the American Coloniza- 
tion Society should redouble their exertions, and increase greatly its influence and re- 
sources. 

Reso'ved, That the deep, extensive and ap g miseries of Africa, arising from 
ignorance, barbarism, superstition and the slat rade, so destructive of her vital inter- 
ests, and annually of the hi berties and ae of half her inhabitants, should be 
compassionated and relieved by the coi ed efforts of the whole Christian world. 

Resclved, That the colonization of the free people of color of the United States, and 
of such as may become free, with their own consent, in Africa, promises great benefit 
to them and their posterity, and is fraught with blessings of incalculable value to the 
African race. " 

Resolved, That to prosecute this scheme in a mann orthy of its importance, or 
the character of this country, large pecuniary rescurces are indispensable, and while 
the appeal should still be made in its behalf to humanity and to the various sources of 
Christian charity, some degree of protection and aid should oo sought for our African 
settlements from the State Legislatures and the General Gor rernment 

Resolved, That the suppression of the African slave trade has, from the very origin 
of our National Government, been regarded as an object embraced within its legitimate 
powers ; and since the success of the Colony of Liberia has powerfully contributed and 
must more powerfully contribute to the suppression of this trade, and since ut this mo- 
ment the necessities of this infant Colony, and its exposure to severe commercial re- 
strictions, if not to subjection or annihilation, th rouch the interfering policy of other 
nations, call upon us to wit hhold no encouragement and support which itis possible for 

18 to extend to it, our fellow citizens universally be earnestly invited to solicit, by me 
morials, such aid from their respective States, and such interposition and assistance 
from Congress, as they may judge xpedient t 

Resolved, That the several State Colonization Societies, and other auxiliary associa 
tions, be requested to take into immediate consideration the pecuniary wants of the So 
pa (es} pecially ¢ arising from the importance of its being forthwith enabled to convey 
and settle in Africa from eis rhty to eighty-five slaves, of the very best character, offered 
for colonization by a single ‘citizen of Louisiana,) and that the clergy of every name be 

nvited to take up collections annually, on or about the 4th of July, for the Society 


na that 


" eaieed, That a committee be n appoint. » confer with gentlemen in Congress 
who may regard favorably the object of the American Colonization Society, and espe- 
cially to make arrangements for a public meeting or convention of the friends of this 
Society, not only « f this District, but other regions of th country, to be held in this city 
at such time as the committee m y judge best,in order to adopt the best measures to 
2waken the mind of the nation to a sense of the importance of the cause, and suggest 
the best means of prosecuting it Wilh ener; V ad juafe to its importance and to full and 
complete success 
On motion of the Hon. E. Whittlesey, the resolutions were read 


, and 
the question upon them taken cai On the reading of the third reso- 
lution, Mr. Whittlesey, rose, and, in a brief but very impressive manner 
bore testimony to the improvement, good order, intelligence, and religion 
which marked the chracter of the colonists of Liberia. He apprehended 
no special obstacle to the progress of the scheme would be found in the Afri 
can climate ; stated that the ratio of deaths had og fewer the last year than 
in some of our own cities ; that he felt assured it was for the best interests 
of ourcolored population to occupy and sits by their industry that vast 

nd most productive country. He thought the time had arrived when efforts 
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were required to excite the benevolence of the whole nation in behalf of 
the Society, and when the States and General Government should be in- 
vited to extend to our African settlements some degree of favor and support. 
The resolutions were then unanimously adopted. 
On motion of M. St. Clair Clarke, it was ordered that the proceed- 
ings of the meeting be published. 


WM. HAWLEY, Chairman. 


LETTER FROM LIBERIA. 


THE following letter is from an active and intelligent young man of color, who re- 
cently emigrated to the Colony. He was from Hartford, Connecticut. It gives his 
early impressions of the country 

Monrovia, December, 21st, 1841. 

Dear Sir: It is with pleasure I write to you from this place. I am well, and hope 
these few lines will find you and all the family the same. 

We had a voyage of fifty-two days—we experienced calms which were the means of 
detaining us. On the voyage I was very sick most of the way, but since my arrival in 
this country my health has improved very much, and all the produce of the country is 
suited to my taste. I like the country very much, and I would not exchange it for 
America, notwithstanding we do not have some things to enjoy which you have there 
This is the land for the colored man in all circumstances of life. The farmer, the mer- 
chant, the mechanic, all stand on one equal footing here 

But when I say all men, I would not encourage the idler to emigrate, for the fact is, 
2 man cannot get a living here without working at something; nor would I encourage 
a man who will drink rum. 

I intend to remain here if the Lord will. I choose this for my home before any other 
country, and I think I can do good in the Colony in three ways, if my health is spared, 
and J have the means. First, I can farm; next, I can teach; thirdly I can do joiner’s 
work if I can have the tools, for which I must look to America. I wish, sir, if you 
please, that you would send me a chest of joiner’s tools of every sort. } have one more 
request to make, that is, for some nails for shingles, 8 and 10’s, also 20’s, for framing 
houses and roofing. But, sir, I leave it to yourself to say whether these things can be 
sent; and if so, when it will be convenient to send them. 

Sir, you may wish to know how you will be reimbursed for what I wish to have sent, 
but you will please say whether you would be willing to take Palm oil and Camwood, 
in return. I mention these two articles, for they are the chief currency of the coast 
Please write me respecting this. 

I wish to say that I am going to Edina, and from there to Bexley. I expect to com- 

° t > J 
mence farming as soon as I am permitted. In the rainy season, I shall try to teach, for 
no one can then work out of doors to any amount, therefore the time must be spent in 
work of improvement. Please remember me to your family. I wish they could see 
the beauties of this country. Please, sir, pardon my boldness 
Your humble servant, 
GEORGE L. SEYMOUR 


Ansow G. Puerrs, Esq 
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CONTEMPLATED EXPEDITIONS 


THIRTEEN free persons of color, from the State of Illinois, are now in Norfolk, wait- 
ing to embark for Liberia, and a very interesting company are on their way from 
Tennessee to that age They are accompanied by Mr. L. C. Walker, Agent of the 
Society, and by Mr. Z. Harris, a citizen of Liberia, who so distinguished himself in 
the defence of the iieers Station at Heddington. : 

The Sock ty is compel] { to ask the assistance of all its friend s. The fine body of 
people in Louisiana, offered’ their liberty by a philanthropic gentleman of that State, 
and who have been trained up and educated by him for freedom, will be ready to em- 
bark in May. We are aware that to raise funds, at this time, even for the best objects 
is difficult, but if our friends throughout the Union would each contribute one doliar to ow 


Treasury, the wants of the Society would be supplied. To THEE reader, we make our appeal 


THE French have blockaded the river Noonez in consequence of aggressions on the 
persons and property of merchants at that place. They are determined to compel the 
king of the country to make satisfaction for past injuries, and bind himself to good 


conduct ior the i lture. 


CONTRIBUTIONS fo the Pennsylvania State Colonization Society, 
from January 27th, to March 27th, 1842, inclusive. 


From a female friend at Churchtown, - - . - - 3 00 
A. McIntyr, Esq., 4th annual subscription of . - - . 100 00 


« Dr. H. L. Hodge, - - . : . : - 50 00 
«“ Friends at Bedford, per R. McGlathery, Esq. . - . 16 50 
Presbyterian Church, Pequa per J. Bu yers, [reasurer, per the hands of 


Messrs. McFarland & Co., - - : - - 5 00 
Wilmington, Del., per Paul T. Jones, Esq. as follows : 
From a Ladies’ Colonization Society $19, Mrs. L. H. H. Porter $3, Mrs. 
Judge Hall and Mrs. Hilleyard, each $1, - - : . 24 00 
From J. Emmet, Esq., annual subscription for 1842, . - - 5 00 
«© Wm. S. Martin and R. P. King, each $5, - . - . 10 00 
West Greenville, per 8S. Goodwin, Esq., as follows : 
From Br. H. H. D. Cossett and Ad am Seiple, each $2, John Moore, Jonathan 


Lone, F. R. Sill, Rev. P. Siser, each $1, - . - 8 00 
6 Alexander Henry, gee ynation, - . . 50 00 
“© Jefferson Colonii Society, L. Se PF. . Bailey, $20, T. Colver 85, 


4 


itl 
\. Wilkins $2, A French traveller, A D. D. $1: Noblestown Col. 
Society, per J. Snodgrass, E < $1 50; East Liberty Presbyterian 
Conere ration, S17 25, per G. R. VW hite, Esq ; . . . 46 75 
James Fieming, Union Presbyterian Church, West Union, Va., per 

M. Reed, Esq., - - - - - - . 20 25 

Collected by Rev. John B. Pinney, General Agent : 

Burlington. 8. Bradford $5, Miss C. Watson, Prof. J. Griscom and Mr. Jones, 

each $2. Mr. Powell S1 50, M. Smith, Mr. Aikman, Major Allen, Rev. J. 

E. Wench, and cash, each $1, - : 17 50 
Trenton, Mr. Fenton, . - - . - - 6 00 
Lancaster, Rev. Mr. Glassner and Miss Bryan, each $2, various small dona- 

: - - 10 25 


~~ 


tions, $6 25, . - - 
Carlisle, J. B. — r, F. Watts A. Lyon De. Finley, J. Hamilton, each $5, 


W.H. Allen and J. McClintoc My each $2 50, M. Caldwell, A. Blair, G. Metz- 

cer, M. aiente <a ® S. W. Gibson, each $2, Mr. Bidler, R. Irvine, J. V. E. 

Thom and 8S. Wumdenlat, each $1, . - - : - 44 00 
Harrisbure, a Friendand Mr. Allison. each $5, B. Parke, Mr. Alricks, A. Al- 

ricks and Mrs. Geiger, each $3, A. Graydon $2 50, Wallace Me Williams 

and Esq. Haldeman, each $2, Collection $25 61 . - 52 11 


otal $468 86 
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CONTRIBUTIONS to the American Colonization Society from 24th 
February, to 25th March, 1842 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Per Capt. Geo. Barker, Agent. 
Francistown, D. Fuller, $5, Pegry Fuller, D. Fuller, jr., each $1 50 
Mrs. Fuller $1. . ° a . . 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


Northampton, Remitted by L. Strong, on account of the Legacy of 
the late Rev. J. L. Pomroy, - - - - 250 
Charlestown, T. Marshall, Treasurer Colonization Society, 200 


RHODE ISLAND. 
Bristol, Mrs. M. A. DeWolf, per Hon. J. L. Tillinghast, 
MICHIGAN. 
Detroit, John Owen, - 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Washington, Lt. Webster, U. S. army, per Dr. Lindsly, 
VIRGINIA 


Leesburg, St. James Church, per Rev. E. R. Lippett, 7 

Arlington, Mrs. Geo. W. P. Custis, per Rev. R. R. Gurley, — 

Brickland, John C. Blackwell, his annual subscription of $10 for 1841 
and 1842, - - e 

Fluvanna, John H. Cocke, jr., bis annual subscript ion, . - 100 

King George, Younger coe ad do. . 10 


20 ¢ 


OHIO, 


Cincinnati, Judge Burnett, his annual contribution, 100 90 
Granville, Sereno Wright, his annual contribution, per Hon. J. Mathiot, 1000 110 00 


———— 


Total Contributions, $736 00 


FOR REPOSITORY 


MassacnusetT1s.— Brighton, L. Baldwin, J. B. Mason, J. Field; Brookline, 
Dea. Thos. Griggs, S. A. Robinson, S. Craft, each $1 50, for 1843, 
Springfield.— Mrs. E. A. Peabody, for 1842, $2, 

Vermont.—Bennington, L. Patchin, for 1842, ; 
New Yorx.—Maznlius, D. Weston, to May, 1843, $2; Monies, an R. eet 
ing, to January 1843, $3; Caroline, Dr. ‘Jos. Speed, to September, 1842, ¢ 

District oF CotumB1a.—Alexandria, Capt. W. Morrill, for 1842, 

VireinrA.—Brickland, 8. C. Blackwell, . 

NortH CarRo.ina.—Hageville, V. Bennehan, for 1842 

TENNESSEE.— Clarksville, Judge Martin, for 1841, 

Kentrucky.— New Castle, W. H. Allen, for 1842, . 

Iturno1ts.—Sparta, R. G. Shannon, for Col. Soc. $11,—less 40 per cent. dis- 
count on remittance, $4 40, - . . . ; 6 60 
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For Repository, $34 60 
Total Contributions, 736 00 


8770 60 
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RESOLUTIONS CONCERNING THE AFRICAN REPOSITORY 


Resolved,—T hat it is expedient to publish hereafter, at the same price, in a pamphlet 


form of thirty-two pages, with a handsome cover, the African Repository 


Resolved,—That the Executive Committee entirely approve of the plan of supplying, 


without cost, the African Repository tothe Ministers of all denominations in the United 


States, or such as may be disposed to co-operate in the benevolent objects of the Socie- 
ty, provided the funds for this purpose can be obtained, and that the plan be submitted 
to the several State Societies, and other friends of the cause, with estimates of the ex- 
pense, and inviting them to give donations for this specific purpose. 
Resolved,—T hat the agents of this Society, be informed of the views of the Commit- 
tee on this subject, and instructed to receive contributi6ns for the proposed object. 


Resolved,—That this plan be submitted by letter to some of the disting lished friends 


of the’Society in different States, and that they be requested to promote the object 
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